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Herr Hitler’s “My Battle” 


Although attention has already been given in this 
SERVICE to Mein Kampf, the German work of which My 
Battle* is an abridged and free translation, a further sum- 
mary is given in this issue in order (1) to point out sig- 
nificant differences between the German and the English 
text and (2) to call attention to important emphases in 
Hitler’s teaching and program which have been eclipsed 
by his anti-Semitism. 

Part I of Mein Kampf was originally published in 1925, 
Part II in 1927. Many editions have been issued, the last 
in 1933. It must be remembered that, while the 1933 
edition contains 782 pages, the translation contains only 
297 pages, of about the same length. Making due allow- 
ance for the relative shortness of the English equivalent 
of a German text, the translation manifestly omits much 
of the original. Hitler was not writing for “the so-called 
intelligentsia,” as he usually describes them, but for the 
adherents of his own movement, “whose understanding 
now strives for inner enlightenment.” His book, there- 
fore, is written in a style which they will find easy to 
grasp. Here there are no carefully-reasoned arguments 
and no literary style. Rather it is rambling, loose-jointed, 
colloquial, with short paragraphs and a relatively simple 
sentence structure (as German sentences go). It depends 
for its effect on the impact of endless repetition and of 
violent phrasing. The most skilful and most conscientious 
translator could scarcely give an adequate picture of Mein 
Kampf in one-third of the space. 

But My Battle is not intended for the mass of Amer- 
icans, but to make “a significant historical document,” as 
the ““Publishers’ Note” describes it, available to the Amer- 
ican intelligentsia. The attempt has apparently been made 
to take out only enough to present each idea but once 
(practically) in a fairly concise form. Sentence struc- 
ture and paragraph structure are frequently completely 
disregarded, and sometimes paragraph sequence. Often 
the translation has been toned down by simply omitting 
the more vitriolic statements. The present writer had 
previously read Mein Kampf in the original and read 
about half My Battle page by page with Mein Kampf. 

Part I of My Battle is autobiographical, describing how 
Hitler came to reach these conclusions. Part II de- 
scribes the development of the movement and the ideals 
for which he believes it should strive. Hitler first de- 
scribes how he became a fervent German Nationalist as a 
schoolboy in Austria. In Vienna as a young man, striv- 


*My Battle. By Adolf Hitler. Abridged and translated b 
E. T. S. Dugdale. Boston, Houghton Mifflin Company, 1933. $3.00. 


ing to earn his living, he learned to know social conditions 
in the Dual Monarchy at first-hand, the evils of the Social 
Democratic leadership of the trade union movement, the 
necessity, as it seemed to him, of furthering anti- 
Semitism, and the weaknesses of the parliamentary sys- 
tem. Gradually he realized that “the question of the 
future for the German nation is the destruction of 
Marxism.” 

Then the World War broke out. Hitler entered the 
Bavarian army as a volunteer, since he was not a German 
citizen. The war was for him “as for every German, the 
greatest and most unforgettable period” of his life. Dur- 
ing the war years he “cared nothing for politics” but he 
was angered at the fact that the Marxian leaders were not 
rooted out once and for all. The German Revolution of 
1918 was the worst period of his life, and those who car- 
ried it on, “miserable, depraved criminals.” At this time 
he “resolved to become a politician.” 

Among the causes of the collapse of Germany were the 
bad effects of industrialization ; the internationalization of 
German business; “the universal half-heartedness . . . in 
everything that was undertaken” which was caused by 
defective education ; the “wholesale poisoning of the na- 
tion” by the “so-called liberal press” ; the unhealthy con- 
dition in all fields of culture; the weakness of the Em- 
pire’s foreign policy. The strength of the old Empire was 
“the state, the army and the body of officials.” 

One of the most prominent elements in the Nazi pro- 
gram is the importance of a pure race. The Aryan alone 
is the founder of culture, while the Jew, his opposite, is 
“ever a parasite in the body of nations.” The “final and 
decisive” cause of the German collapse was “the failure 
to realize the racial problem and more especially, the Jew- 
ish menace.” (See INForMATION SERvicE of April 1, 
a excerpts from Mein Kampf in regard to the 

ews. 

The chief aim of the National Socialist movement was 
to “awaken a sentiment of nationality in the masses.” In 
“essence and organization” it is anti-parliamentarian. Its 
“mission is . . . to create a Germanic state.” 

In Part II Hitler discusses the development of the 
movement and the ideas in National Socialism. The state 
is the foundation for a “higher human culture.” Its chief 
aim is “conservation of the ancient racial elements.” In 
order to do this “the German Reich must gather all Ger- 
mans to itself; it must ... select . . . only the best of the 
original racial elements” and “raise them to a position of 
dominance.” Marriage should be consecrated as “an in- 
stitution to reproduce the Lord’s image.” The schools 
should cultivate bodily efficiency and the formation of 
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character. 
changed. 

Citizenship in the national state is divided into three 
classes: “state citizens, state subjects, and foreigners .. . 
birth gives only the status of a subject.” The healthy 
young German “of blameless record” is invested with 
citizenship after his military training has been completed. 
“This is the most important document for his whole life 
on earth. It must be held in greater honour to be a citi- 
zen of this Reich, even if only a crossing-sweeper, than to 
be a king in a foreign state.” 

In the national state “the undisputed authority of the 
individual, not a parliamentary majority, is to rule.” “The 
labor of evolving pure theory, which is incapable of 
measurement, but which is the necessary preliminary for 
all further material discovery, is again seen to be the ex- 
clusive product of the individual. The multitude does not 
invent, majorities neither organize nor think; it is always 
only the one man, the individual.” 


The Twenty-five Points of the National Socialist pro- 
gram are not a mere political program. Rather they are 
“a basis which must be maintained unshakable.” 

France, Germany’s “permanent and inexorable enemy,” 
wants to keep her “broken up and in ruins.” But neither 
England nor Italy want to see France unduly strong. 
Therefore, their interests are “least in opposition to the 
conditions essential to the existence of the German na- 
tion.” The Jew is “the great agitator for Germany’s 
destruction.” In France there is “intimate agreement be- 
tween the intentions of the stock exchange, as represented 
by the Jews,” and chauvinistic statesmen. England and 
Italy are, therefore, the natural allies of Germany. Italy 
has fought against the “three main forces of Jewry,” in 
England the Jew is “today a rebel. . . , and the struggle 
against the Jewish world-menace will be started there 
also.” Germany’s policy should be never to “allow two 
Continental powers to arise in Europe . . . any attempt to 
organize a military power on her frontiers” should be re- 
garded as an aggression. The great importance of an 
Anglo-German-lItalian alliance would be that it “would 
hold the reins and France would cease to do so.” 


But it cannot be too strongly emphasized that to read 
My Battle is not to read Mein Kampf. The anti-Semitism 
of the Nazis is more nearly portrayed in the translation 
than are some of the other ideas. Yet even here, the vio- 
lence of the original is scarcely to be appreciated from the 
translation. For instance, the Jew is “a veritable leech 
which cannot be drawn away from the body of the un- 
fortunate people.” (Mein Kampf, p. 340.) The Jewish 
National Home in Palestine is intended to be “a place of 
refuge for knaves and a school for swindlers” (p. 256) ; 
“The Jewish blackhaired youth lies in wait for hours, 
Satanic joy in his face, for the unsuspicious girl... . ” 
(p. 356) ; “It was and is the Jew who brings the Negro 
to the Rhine . . . in order to destroy the hated white 
race....” (p. 356.) 

Free-masonry is, according to Mein Kampf, one of the 
three tools of the Jews used to gain world power. The 
one vague reference to the masonic order in My Battle 
does not bring this out. 

A significant illustration of the omissions from My 
Battle is the comment on the Center Party. Page 294 of 
Mein Kampf talks about the “insolent lying mouths” of 
the politicians of that party. “For a single political ad- 
vantage of importance the meaning of a whole faith is 
salable; . . . for a seat in the ministry they would enter 
into a union with the devil.” But p. 115 of the transla- 
tion gives only the paragraph following this, which refers 


Intellectual training should be radically 


much more mildly to “the misuse made of Christianity by 
the so-called ‘Christian’ Party,” and to the “shamelessness 
of the attempt to identify the Catholic faith with a politi- 
cal party.” 

Relatively little of Hitler’s glorification of the army is 
evident in the translation. Such comments as these are 
omitted: the army was “‘the support of the people against 
the power of the Exchange”; the German people owe 
“everything” to the army; in the army “the individual 
German still learned that the health of the nation was 
not to be sought in lying phrases about international 
brotherhood between Negroes, Germans, Chinese, French, 
English, etc.,...” ; when war was declared he fell on his 
knees “and thanked heaven from an overflowing heart” 
that it had given him “the happiness to be permitted to 
live in this time.” 

While bitterness against France is evident in My 
Battle, nevertheless the following statement on p. 757 of 
the original is stronger than anything which appears in 
My Battle: the essential thing is the winning of “the nec- 
essary land for our German people. Since one needs 
strength for this, the mortal enemy of our nation, France 
pitilessly chokes us and robs us of our strength, we must 
take upon us every sacrifice which . . . is suitable to assist 
in the destruction of the French hegemony in Europe. 
... No path ... can be too difficulty for us and no resig- 
nation impossible if the final result offers the possibility of 
overcoming our fiercest hater.” 

It is interesting to note that the concluding statement 
of Mein Kampf, of which the following is a part, is 
omitted from My Battle: 


“A. people which an age of racial poisoning devotes 
itself to the fostering of its best elements, must some day 
be master of the earth... .” 

My Battle includes many striking statements, which 
have received but little attention. A tew of these may be 
noted here. 

In regard to war-time propaganda Hitler says that 
“the British and American war-propaganda was psycho- 
logically correct. By displaying the German to their own 
people as a barbarian and a Hun, they were preparing the 
individual soldier for the horrors of war and so helped to 
spare him disappointments.” 

In view of the extended discussion in the press of the 
situation in the German church it is interesting to note 
that Hitler says: “If religious doctrine and faith really 
get a grip on the mass of the people, the absolute au- 
thority of that faith is then the whole basis of its effi- 
cacy.” 

In regard to political reform: 

“The objective of a movement of political reform is 
never attained by laboured explanation or by bringing in- 
fluence to bear on the powers that be, but only by seizing 
political power.” 

Many students of our educational system will agree 
with the following statement: 

“In the methods of teaching history especially altera- 
tions must be considered. In ninety-nine cases out of a 
hundred the results of the present-day system are lament- 
able. A few dates, birth-figures, and names are all that 
remain, while the broad, clear lines are altogether absent.” 

The national state must “see to it that there is per- 
petual renewal of the intellectual class by fresh blood 
from below. It is obligatory on the state to select with the 
utmost care and exactitude from the whole sum of its 
nationals a human material with obvious natural talent, 
and apply it in the service of the community. In our 
world as it is today, this appears to be impossible.” 
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A rationale for an intransigent position on a program 
once embarked upon is stated in these words: 

“By our policy of declaring on broad lines a doctrine 
which is sound in principle, we consider that it is less 
harmful to cling to a conception, even if it does not al- 
together fit actual realities, than, by trying to improve it, 
to lay open to discussion some basic law of the movement 
which has hitherto counted as unalterable, since most evil 
consequences might follow; in fact it cannot be done 
while a movement is fighting for victory. What is essen- 
tial must be sought, not in externals, but in the inner 
sense ; and in that there is nothing to be changed.” 

The “idea” behind the movement is the all-important 
thing: 

“The lack of a new and great idea is at all times a sign 
of lack of fighting force. The conviction that there is a 
right to use weapons, even the most brutal, ever goes hand 
in hand with fanatical belief that a new and revolutioniz- 
ing order of things must be victorious in the world. 

“A movement that fails to fight for such high ideals 
and aims will never fight to the very last.” 

If the French policy is continued 300 years longer 
“France will have a powerful enclosed territory from the 
Rhine to the Congo, filled with a race continually becom- 
ing more and more bastardized.” 

He makes clear his conviction that “the lost lands will 
never be won back by solemn appeals to the good God, 


nor by pious hopes in any League of Nations, but only 
by force of arms.” 


Free Speech for Nazis 


Replying to criticism of its support of the right of Nazi 
sympathizers to hold meetings in America, the American 
Civil Liberties Union issued a statement on November 23, 
1933, condemning all efforts to censor meetings in ad- 
vance and asserting that “the way to protect any single 
minority is to protect all minorities.” At the same time, 
the Union announced that Arthur Garfield Hays, its gen- 
eral counsel, who has just returned from Germany, where 
he observed the trial of those accused of burning the 
Reichstag building, has offered to defend the right of the 
German-Americans to hold the meeting announced by the 
Steuben Society for December 6 at Madison Square Gar- 
den, New York. 

The Union reiterated its opposition to the Nazis and 
their philosophy and said: “Their arrogant propaganda 
can best be made ineffective by exposing them to public 
ridicule and scorn, just as was the propaganda of the 
Ku Klux Klan and the American-Italian Fascists.” The 
unfavorable comments on its action received by the Union 
from both its friends and its foes, the statement said, are 
typical of those directed against any unpopular group. 
Similar complaints have been received by the Union when 
it has defended the right of radicals to meet in conserva- 
tive communities or of the Ku Klux Klan in Roman 
Catholic Boston, the Italian-American Fascists in liberal 
Italian districts, the Black Shirts in Georgia. The Union 
is trying to educate Americans as to the real meaning of 
free speech. Mr. Hays declares that “those misguided 
persons who would try to stop Nazi meetings in the 
United States seem to forget that they are adopting one of 
the first Nazi principles—that of suppression.” 


The Civil Works Program 


Speaking recently to the members of his Work Bureau 
staff on the new program of the national government by 
which 4,000,000 men are being put to work at a wage 
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sufficient to supply to that many families the necessities of 
life, William H. Matthews, the director of New York’s 
privately supported Emergency Work Bureau for the past 
three years, said: 

“This is a real step towards the actual alleviation of the 
unemployment distress with which we have been little 
more than puttering with up to the present date. It should 
at once cut into the malnourishment and the suffering of 
the 6,000,000 children whose pitiful plight Miss Frances 
Perkins called attention to in a recent speech. It is the 
beginning of bringing little children under the protection 
of an N. R.A. It is, in a way, the establishing of a code 
that will stop the terrible practice (of which we have had 
so much) of forcing people to be evicted from their homes 
before paying their rents. It will reduce greatly the num- 
ber of people who, as winter approaches, sit dark and 
shivering in their homes because of light and heat cut off 
at the meters. Best of all, it will put money into the 
hands of these long-suffering people with whieh they can 
buy their own food wherever they choose and where they 
can get most for their money, get a bit of much needed 
clothing, pay their own rents, all of which they did in all 
the years before unemployment struck them down and 
which they are quite able to do now without the assistance 
of an army of inspectors to show them how. It is a 
straight aimed blow at the miserable, inadequate, humiliat- 
ing grocery ticket dole system which is not worthy of the 
American nation, which is a direct denial of the all too 
fine promises made for over two years to the effect that 
America would show the world how to carry its people 
through a depression without compelling them to sacrifice 
their self-respect, their pride and other high qualities of 
life. It is cutting down at the very source the break of 
family life, the shattered physical health, the increasing 
parade of people to mental hospitals, all of which things 
have resulted and will continue to result until the nation 
gets into a more adequate relief program.” 


World Trade Exhibits 


The National Council for the Prevention of War is 
urging local communities to hold world trade exhibits. 
These are planned to show the extent to which the indus- 
tries of any community depend upon the importation of 
articles used in that industry and upon the exportation 
of the finished product. The National Council has pre- 
pared an elaborate packet of materials to be used in the 
preparation of such an exhibit. It includes an economic 
survey, charts of industries showing foreign materials 
used and foreign markets, world trade maps, and miscel- 
laneous material such as a list of books, quotations which 
may be used on posters and fliers, suggestions for dis- 
plays showing other aspects of international relationships, 
and suggestions for supplementary exhibits. The eco- 
nomic survey, which covers the United States, has nine 
geographic sections. It gives for each state the number 
gainfully employed, the percentage engaged in each indus- 
try, the types of articles imported for it and their value, 
and the countries to which the finished products are ex- 
ported. Price for the entire survey 50 cents, for the 
single sections 10 cents. 

World trade maps have been prepared for sixteen in- 
dustries, showing the countries of the world from which 
products used in these countries come. Charts show the 
value of these products imported in 1931. Price 10 cents. 
The National Council also has a special travel exhibit 
showing “increased swiftness of communication, coopera- 
tion of mankind from age to age, and the interdependence 
of nations today,” which is loaned for the cost of trans- 
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rtation. All of this material may be secured from the 
ational Council for the Prevention of War, 532 17th St., 
Washington, D. C 


International Conference of Social Work 


The report of the second International Conference of 
Social Work, Frankfort on the Main, July 10-14, 1932, 
has recently been issued.* The addresses are given in 
French, German or English, as delivered. The closing 
speeches at the final plenary session and the summaries of 
the discussions in each of the six commissions appear in 
the three languages used at the conference. After the 
first plenary session the conference divided into six com- 
missions to discuss different phases of social work: pub- 
lic health and medical care for the family; social, eco- 
nomic, moral and spiritual factors in family social work; 
broken homes as a sociological, educational and social 
work problem; the economic protection of the family 
through the wages policy, social insurance, and public and 
private relief ; social work for alien families and children ; 
the importance for the family of cultural efforts on behalf 
of young people, and of adult education. 


It is impossible even to note all the addresses presented. 
Two of those given at the first plenary session are of par- 
ticular interest. A distinct disagreement in regard to the 
effect of social insurance and other forms of state wel- 
fare activity on the family was evident. Rev. J. C. Prin- 
gle, secretary of the London Charity Organization So- 
ciety, presented the views of a group of English social 
workers who had given special study to family problems. 
In England where “the national and almost exclusive 
charitable agency is the state . . . the daily necessity for 
social workers is to get all they can out of the state for 
their clients.” The attitude is that “if housing is unsat- 
isfactory the state must improve it, and that if income is 
short the state must supplement it or supply a larger one. 
... In by far the largest group in the community the great 
function of the family, that of meeting vicissitudes by 
pooled resources, is largely abrogated, since the vicissi- 
tudes are met by the state and the resources are not 
pooled, whether they are spent or saved.” Wage earners 
before the war never asked for compulsory social insur- 
ance and would probably still prefer the old system of the 
family pool. In England there seems to be a “blindfold 
contest” between “a legislature groping further and fur- 
ther in the direction of the state-subsidized individual” 
and the housewife “seeking from any and every source the 
cash to balance her weekly budget.” The group of social 
workers whom Mr. Pringle represented believe that “the 
husband functions best in a matriarchal home, and that 
his wife should either be the chancellor of the exchequer 
or not be there at all; and that his endowment by the 
state, irrespective of his chancellor, has been a disaster.” 

Dr. Gertrud Baumer of Berlin, member of the cabinet, 
in discussing “Social Advancement of the Family as the 
Task of Welfare Work and Social Policy,” said that in 
Germany in 1932 a third of the total expenditures of the 
cities goes for the maintenance of the unemployed and 
their dependents. Neither welfare work nor social insur- 
ance can save what is broken in the family when the 
earners remain unemployed for a long time. Dr. Baumer 
did not agree with Mr. Pringle as to the danger of state 
responsibility. The idea of a family wage was generally 
accepted for only a short time in the German wages 
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policy, and has already disappeared. But little is done 
within industry to relieve the situation faced by the father 
of a family. Social insurance has relieved the situation 
somewhat by providing health insurance for its members. 
But its protection for the family has been greatly weak- 
ened because of the smaller sums available during the 
year of crisis. The chief danger for the family is that 
“industrial society cannot give millions of men with 
families work with a wage sufficient to maintain the 
family. ... Here the kernel of family existence is threat- 
ened. . . . the responsibility of parents for children... . 
The unemployment of millions for a long time means the 
destruction of the family... .” 


The Churches and Peace—A British View 


The work of the churches for world peace is sig- 
nificantly discussed under the above title by Dr. Alfred E. 
Garvie, principal of New College, London, in Contempo- 
rary Review for October. The World Alliance for In- 
ternational Friendship through the Churches has been 
exercising “a really effective influence on public opinion 
and popular sentiment.” Regional conferences have been 
called to consider the problems of minority churches in 
certain countries. Influential representatives of both ma- 
jority and minority churches have been brought together 
“to secure not only mutual tolerance between them, but 
also a recognition by the majority churches of their obli- 
gation to use their influence to the utmost with their re- 
spective governments” to preserve the rights of the mi- 
nority groups. The churches “have exercised, and still 
exercise a potent influence on the British government in 
regard to .. . disarmament.” Some members of the gov- 
ernment, he says, “welcome that influence” as counteract- 
ing “such opposition to a progressive policy as exists 
among the supporters of the government in Parliament 
and party organizations.” 

Dr. Garvie finds a number of reasons why the churches 
have failed to accomplish greater results. While there 
are peace movements within the Roman Catholic Church, 
“officially the influence of that church is withheld from 
any united effort of the churches.” Lack of interest on 
the part of the rank-and-file of the different churches 
means that the peace organizations “do not get adequate 
support in money or personal service.” Another serious 
obstacle to effective peace work on the part of the 
churches is the fact that most of the continental churches 
have become “too nationalized . . . and have lost the 
vision of a universal, a supernational church of Christ 

. membership in which should lift above all national 
differences, and in the fellowship of which loyalty to 
Christ should come even before patriotism.” 

The churches should do everything possible to further 
as great a degree of disarmament as possible, although 
“unilateral disarmament by Great Britain . . . would be a 
fatal mistake,” and should strive to strengthen the League 
of Nations. The important question is not whether Chris- 
tians should ever fight but how war can be prevented. 
The churches are wrong in “too exclusively concentrating 
on war, as if that were the only evil to be combated in 
international relations.” The security of nations and the 
peaceful revision of frontiers must be considered. Great 
Britain should return to its free trade policy for it is 
“sheer hypocrisy to advocate world peace” and maintain 
high tariffs. The churches should declare that “even in 
. . . domestic concerns, no nation should pursue a policy 
in its own interest which involves injury to another.” 


Printed in U. 8. A. 
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